Cfcdms 143 and 22 we pending it* this application. Claims 14*21 are wtlbdrawa.&ie to a 
restriction re?q»&em<sai All fading dmms sted rejeetel amter- -various groimds* The £xxxaiiMff 
has noted, however,, thai claims 2- 1 0 a»d 1 3 would fee allowable if rewritten to cvore«m« 
Examiner** 35 U»S>C. § 1 12, seccatd paragraph, rejections. 

Claims M3 arefejeeted under .35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as bemg ImMmm for feilsg 
to parikrfrfy pmM mi mi distinctly claim the subject matte with Applicant nutate m the 
InveMiott, 

Claims- 1 , 2 f and 4, as wdi m claim 22, are amemfed to provide aa antecedent basis for 
"iwHattoa" mi m the Examine? correctly poiats cmt, that our iMent was to &Mm IfeM radiation 
was coming foam as* u saqpmxs& source-" 

it is assorted foal foa amendments now oyereameme Examiner's 35 U.S.C § 1 12 refection. 
Claims I , I ! 5 12 md 22 sre rejected urctar 35 U.SvC. § 102(b) as being anticipated by US Patet 



KotapsM dMiteapMS tor kmfeg pf^teiask blanks (»ts feisfeed mask) as pfBt of Ik; 
pmm oimMxmhsMmg a mask. Tie problem KrixQwfti. m tMtmmgw the difemce m 
hmm$ mi cooKag of fee Hmk m toe vertical edges of the Mask. To makesare heafcg is 
imiferm Kobayashi adds as* "erK!-surfao<? ,> ms plate as well as a base plate as wwm of heal to 
fee blank. The examiner asserts that KoM>«M somehow mp$m & filter ibm$k fee 
plate'* aa<f "mi «Ik« use plate " Howwer, the Examiner tails to show bow fce hmi mm 
mi mMtm. There is no desedption of tbuese plate as acting as Biters am! m &i$mmkm of 
4 ttlMf$g:* tk« Applkmt cm 4mm. Mii toe plates are wttok&y sot ih® lite as te#t by 
kppmmi aid described aed claimed m Minimi claims I and 22, fo feat it 4 %pp§«r that 
the ittl to- keep the two pktos at. different tempemtures 4mi\$ die cooling process h because the 
heat from Ac tee plate is aoi "Mterecf aid escapes to toe edges of das blast (see colema 6. 
Ikes 6045). 

Siiee tte Examlao' has failed to sfcrar m$ ieaoMog m Koh^fmM thai these pistes tet as Sites, 
App&tmf s mvmtion, as set forfe m claims 1,11,1 % and 22, is mt aetieipa&d by Kobayasta 
sM fee Examiner's 102 (b) rejection mt Ml 

Tims the Appiteaste fed that all the claims are now: in eoidittei. tor allowaa.ee and both 



k view of the fegokg, withdraw! of the sgeothms m& the aikmraee of the vmmt 
pmtimg dmm is respeafulfy requested If the Examiner Ms that the pm$m$ dmm ood4 'be 
allowed with mnm changes, the E&tmm«r is mid to telephone the undmlgaed'to disease at 
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BY: Rfctari M< Kotukk 



.Attorney far Applicants 
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